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. AMBIGUOUS SENTENCES WITH "BE" IN THE NONSTANDARD SPEECH 
OF NEGROES ARE DISCUSSQ). THE AUTHOR HYPOTHESIZES THAT THKE . 
ARE DIFFERD4CES IN THE i^ERLYlNG SEMANTIC STRUCTURE (DEEP 
STRUCTURE) BETWEEN NONSTANDARD NEGRO SPEECH AT© OTHER 
DIALECTS OF ENGLISH, A!© THAT A "HABITUATIVE" CATEGORY MUST 
BE POSTULATED TO REMOVE STRUCTURAL AMBIGUITY. A SAMPLING IS 
T^EN FROM THE SPEECH OF NEGRO CHILDREN BETWEEN THE AGES OF 8 
TO 14 IN THE WASHINGTON, D.C., AREA. THREE SIMPLIFIED TREE 
DIAGRAMS SHOW THE DEEP STRUOURE DIFFERENCES WHICH GIVE THREE 
DIFFERENT INTERPRETATIONS TO THE SENTENCES "I BE BUSY- OR 
"WHEN YOU COME, I BE SUSY.* IN ADDITION TO TIC MODALS “WILL" 
AND "WOULD," THERE IS A THIRD "HABITUATIVE" CATEGORY, WHICH 
REPRESENTS A RECURRING ACTIVITY ENGAGED IN AT SPECIFIC TIMES. 
(KL) 



1 

i 
















m 






A soo!£} m m im> siMraaJDBE of 

ms^ IS VASsimioiir iioG*^ . 



05» 



Centex fox Applied Idaguistj^cs 
Uaxyln D« Loflin 






Recently it bee l)96n suggested that thexe axe diffexences in 

deep stxuotuxe betveen nozsstandaxd Regxo speech and othex dialects of 
*1 . 

En^sh. I to axgue in favox of ^ this notion hy pxesentlng evi- . 

dence that oextain copulative sentences vith axe anibd'guous and that 

in oxdex to disambiguate such sentences an Hebituatirye categoxy must 

be postulated-^ categoxy which to the best of my koowledge has not 

been hypothesized in any of the published descxiptions of Ronstandaxd 
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ox Standaxd Ss^i^. 
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Fox example, Beiyl Iioftman Bailey, "Toi^axd a New Perspective 
in Regro English 2)lalectology«“ American Speech 4^ (19^5) P* 172, said 
that Southern Bfegro ‘dialect* differs from o'&ex Southern Speech 
because its deep structure is diffeirent.** 

In the same article she stated that is a 'simple future* 
(p. 175 ). *Chis paper presents evid/ince that hex dialysis of ^ is in- 
^equate to describe language facts bxau^t to li^t in the TTxban lan- 
guage Study (TJLS) iMch is being conducted by the Center for Applied 
Linguistics in Washington, 2).C. 



in 



t^U 



I 






^ 



:u 



‘^See, fox eaample, Ro B. lees, Grammar of Eng^Ash R oml . na l- 
izations, (ghe Hague: Mbuton and Co») 1966, Also see Sol Saporta, 
''Ordered Rules, Bialect Biffexenoes, and Histoxical Processes” 4 I: 
218r224 (1965) and Morris Halle, ”^nology in Curative Gra m ma r ” 

Word ' 18:54-72 (19^2) for some relen^t comments relation between 

structuralism and dialectology. 
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Prom Qie speech of a foiirteen year old informant^^iir^ JdatiTiot 
of (^lximhi& l2as heeh detessoiiied that sentences such as ^ 

(a) I he hus?/*, . ■? 



(h) ^When you come I he busy. 




/ 



Tin^ following trees display the deep 'citruoture differences which 
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serve to differentiate these three possible sente'ices. - Notice that in 



and S 2 of and Sg, respectively, Nodal has been selected whereas in 



other because of the selection of different modals, will and would . lEhus, 
althou^. S^, and may have the surface representation I busy 
each has a different struotural description: 



ants Hinging in age from 8 to 14 « chance, the fourteen year old in- 
formarit referred to is the same age as the character 'Duke* whose speech 
was analyzed by Bailey. Cf . W/irren Killer, ghe Cool Vforld (Boston, 1959) • 
See footnote # 1« It is also interesting to note that in comparing BIS 
results with the results available from William Labov's project in New 
Yoidc City and Baven X* HcBavid's project in Chicago it is apparent that 
there is a variety of Nonstan'iard So^ish spoken by large numbers of 
urban Negroes. !Ebat is, in spite of fHoB fact the speakers of this variety 
are wi^ly separated in space their language displays a rema^dsable same- 
ness of structure. 



S^ this is not the case. Notice further that and $2 differ fTom each 




^Ihese findings are also corroborated by data from other inform- 







sentence is presumed to. be struotuzally ambiguous when it ms" 
have more than one desoziptipn assigned to it by the grammar. 



-^Structure displayed in the trees is sir^lified for the sake of 
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Si;9poxt for the claim that (a) may have the. stz?^tura3> descxip» 
“ ' < 
tl^ displasr^^ ia S^ is derived from the f^t that S^ has certain real- 

izatious which are acceptable to the infoitait in sentences such as (l ) 

rules to generc.^<e Hhes:^ sentences 






below. In the application of 
the modal , will 'must be selected. 
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(r) >: ■ ^caorrow; 4^ aotiier ^t up 

. - J4ii)^ji Ji^r^ ybu oome I be busy. 
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Beallzations of (l) '\Mch are also acceptable to the izifosoant ase the 
followijsg: 

) , lUoinorEow laomlng *when my mother get up I will he busy , 

i) Tomorrow ooaaiixig ^ihen you come I will be busy # ✓ 

) Tomorrow mosaiing vbsn mjt mother get up 1*11 be busy , 

i) Tomorrow morning when you come 1*11 be busy . 

The informant rejects the following: 

: i)* Tomorrow morning vbisn. my mother get up I busy , 
fii)^ Tomorrow morning when you come I busy, 
fi)-^ Tomorrow moiming when my mother get up I*m busy , 
fii)* Tomorrow morning i^n you come I*m busy . 

[i) * Tomoaseow morning when my mother get -up I was busy . 

Tomorrow morning when you come I was busy . 

fi)^ Toit^rrow morning i^ien my mother get ixg I wonid be busy^ 

[ii) * Tomorrow morning ^dien you come I would be b^ky . 

Next, (a) is acceptable to the informant ^ the foUo\<rlng sentences: 

(d)' (i) E76ry day last winter lAien they would come by to get me 
1 be bu^g 

(ii) STery day last winter ^dien you o^oe I be busy . 



He would also acoept, 



(9) (i) 

(10) 



EY&xy d^ l€i8t winter ^dien they would come by to get ;ine 
I*d be busy . 

Brery day last winter ^en you come I*d be busy . 

Brei^ day last winter tdien they would oozse by to get loe 
X would be busy . 

day last wint^ when you come I would be busy, ' 



(i±) 

But he rejected, 
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friend and ooUeagoe, Philip Luelsdorff « ^ao is woa^dng on 
the :^2^1ogy of *&e dialect t^Lls me that 1*1^ in (5) smy be ^aonetioal- 
ly as ^ 

■ '.-v, ** 

A. 

“z ma-ima: clsp itta IMa tiKt OiUica ayiStaOe glvea eu£Cl- 
oi^ ■aaiacai'fefe aoi W iini 
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( 12 ) 



( 15 ) 



(ll) (i)« I!t 3^ nS£^ Hast Vinter \ibsa ihey vonld coise to get me 

I buBy* 

Jil)* B^eiy day last winter wiien you come I busy. 

,i)* Broiy day last winter \dien they would come "iy to get me 

I will be husy # 

ii)* Every- day last winter when you come I will he husy e 

Evei^ day last, winter wlien th^ would come W to me 

1*11 he busy. 

;ii)* Eveiy day last winter when you come 1*11 he busy. 

i) * Every day last winter when Ihey would come "by to get me 
I*m busy. 

(ii)* Every day last winter ^dien you oome» I*m husyo 
Xn this s^tenoe it may ^ ^E^esumed that a structure descrip^ 
tion of (8) has the nodfiJ. would in its deep struoture« 

^Hi i r dy and lastf (a) is acoeptahle to the informant in the sen- 
tence 

(l^) (l^ Every. day, in the mo rning , ^dien the others get up at my 

place I he busy. 

(ii) Every day, in the morning, %dien you come I he huey . 

She following sentences are unacceptable to the informant: 

(l6) (i)* Every day, in the morning, »dien the others get up at my 

place I busy . 

ii) * Every d^, in the morning, ^dien you come I busy , 

i)* Every day, in the aiming, vhen the others get up at my 

.place I will be busy. 

,ii)* Every day, in the morning, when you come I will be busy . 

,i)* Every day, in the morning, when the others get up at my 

place I would he busy . 

Eve^ day, in the morning, ^iihen you come I would be busy . 
Every d^, in the morning^ when the others get up at my 
place I*m husy. 

(ii)* Every day^ in the morning, when you come I*m busy. 
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(18) 
( 19 ) 
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( 20 )* 



It is interesting to note that (a) is unacceptable in 
I be busy rig^t now* 



on* say iost oo&oluda that j^.ia a substitute for ^ in the Standard 
sehtehoes'' 
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I*m Ijusy 

(a sin^e sentence) is coapatible with ‘bolik (15) and (21), in the Non- 
standaxd (22) is acceptable only in (2l) and (a) is acceptable only in 

(15). 

It is on the basis o^ (15) and the non-substitutabilily o:f (a) 
fo3? (22) 'Slat we asce led to postulate an Babituative oate^zy in “tiie deep 
Structujee*'' QMs categosy appears to have the function of representing 
a recurring activity engaged in at specific times. 

QSius, (a) in (b) may have any one of the descriptions represent- 
ed in , Sg, and S^. Tb±s has been demonstrated by consideirijig sen- * 
tences which must have one of the three deep stinioture descriptions but 
not the other two. She disambiguating device, for purposes of presentation, 
has been one or more time aiverbials. Appropriate descriptions were in- 
ferred in the oases of and Sg from grammatical sentences which in- 
volved morphophonemic realisations of the medals will (See examples (2) 

(3)*) and would (See examples (9) and (lO).) plus compatible time 



adverbials. And was acceptable as the only alternative in (15) 



because and Sg (See exaa^les (I7) and (18).) were rejected as un- 



gssmmatical. 
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: ' ■ • avidfenoe for Sabituative category is not limited to 

predicate a^ doi^trt^t^ohs. Oh the cemtrasy, preliminary analysis 

^ category may be postulated in corstitu* 
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•tile postuia'feion of an Habituative category, or some'tMng 
oo^^zidixjg^ it, i;i the Btruc*fcure of Hbas.tanclard Eagliali proves 
to he ^IX ao'id'vated»-and oerta^.n2y ■fche evidence presen'fceii above makes 
the bypo'ttxeeis plausible— it is Hfie case that dialects of Eo^sh have ' 
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diffe^t deep stroctuzes.^ 
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* ' It is also -to case, at the same tike, that the identification 

not suffice to,aoo6imt for the data 
of Negroes who speak Nonstandard English in 






